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delegates were naturally reluctant to express a final opinion on the
security provisions, and the Bureau of the Conference decided that
the General Commission should postpone its consideration of Part I
of the draft convention and pass on to Part II (effectives and
material). This programme brought the Commission at once face
to face with the same difficulties that it had encountered in February
and March.
On the 28th April the German delegation submitted amendments
to Part II of the draft convention, the result of which would be to
include trained reserves among effectives, and to limit the numbers
of overseas forces stationed near the home country.1 In addition,
the German delegation proposed that the whole question of the
standardization of Continental military "forces should be referred to
the Permanent Disarmament Commission. This would mean that
provisions for standardization could not be incorporated in this first
convention and no final decision on the question could be taken until
the second Disarmament Conference was held in four or five years'
time. In supporting the German amendments Herr Nadolny said
that the question of German equality of rights in armaments must
be settled in such a way as to guarantee the security of the Reich,
and that Germany must therefore be authorized to possess any
classes of armaments which other states considered necessary for their
own defence. Provision must also be made for placing Germany in
the same legal position as other states after the expiry of the first
Disarmament Convention. This statement was interpreted as a
claim to the immediate acquisition by Germany of types or samples
of all the weapons retained by other states—a measure which would
obviously make it much easier for Germany to rearm rapidly up
to the strength of France at some future date. In reply to Herr
Nadolny, Monsieur Massigli pointed out that the German amend-
ments destroyed the basis of the British plan, and he could only
hope that they did not represent the last word of the German delega-
tion. He insisted that there must be progressive reduction of arma-
ments without any rearmament, and he expounded once more the
French point of view regarding the declaration of the llth December,
1932—namely that the grant of equality of rights to Germany de-
pended upon the establishment of a system of security. Mr. Eden
also thought that the German proposals would render it very difficult
to continue the discussions if they were maintained in their present
1 Since Germany had neither trained reserves nor overseas forces this pro-
posal would have left the total of her effectives untouched, whereas it would
have greatly reduced the number of effectives allowed to France.

